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JOINT STATEMENT 
CHRISTIAN, MARXIST, AND OTHER VIEWS ON HUMAN RIGHTS: 
AMERICAN- HUNGARIAN-YUGOSLAV DIALOGUE 
I. Introduction 
As a group of 32 scholars, from the U.S.A., Hungary and Yugoslavia of Christian, 
Marxist and other views, as well as participant-observers from the U.S.A., Poland and China, 
we met in Washington, D.C. September 29-0ctober 5, 1989, to discuss human rights, dealing 
with a whole range of issues which affect the civil, political, social, economic, religious, 
racial and other areas of life. 
Being aware of the rapid changes which characterize the present historical moment, we 
affirm that human rights are fundamental to the functioning of every community. Thus, we 
are convinced that human rights are not based on such conditions-as the contribution of the 
individual or the adequate fulfillment of duties to society, but on the immanent dignity of 
every human person. We are thus persuaded that human rights must be considered a most 
precious achievement of civilizational development, both fundamental to the ultimate value 
of each person and crucial to the wholeness of all communities. 
We are aware and gladly affirm that our agreements and differences did not run along 
ideological, national, or religious lines but that affinities in outlook and in ideas cut across 
such categories. 
II. Areas of Agreement 
Acknowledging. fully the diversity of our ideas on human rights and our respective socio­
politico-economic-cultural contexts, we nevertheless agreed on the following: 
1: The existence and importance of fundamental human rights which are to be 
viewed in developmental, dynamic, contextual fashion; 
2. The fundamental importance of political and civil rights, guaranteed and enforced 
by .law; 
-3. The right to privacy, freedom of conscience, freedom of speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of assembly; · 
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4. Religious liberty, not abstractly nor as mere tolerance, but in an authentically 
pluralistic fashion--understood broadly to include the freedom to believe, worship, 
propagate and act on one's faith, and the freedom not to believe, with no coercion 
or manipulation on the part of the state, believers, or non-believers alike. We also 
affirmed the right of people to leave their religion or to return to it, and condemned 
mandatory confessional statements in non-voluntary societies, religious or secular; 
5. The right to due process of law and the just redress of grievances--condemning 
the use of police-administrative judicial processes; 
6. The rights of all minorities (such as racial and ethnic) to self -determination, full 
participation in the life of their community, the preservation of their cultural 
heritages, and the practice of justice to redress past imbalances; 
7. The right to freedom of movement within and beyond national boundaries. 
We want to affirm our hope for authentically pluralistic societies that are enriching to all 
human beings. 
III. Areas of Diversity 
In some areas a variety of views were expressed. We were, however, agreed that without 
legal and political equality, political power constitutes the unjust dominance of an elite which 
is able to obtain material and other privileges beyond anyone's control. 
At the same time, while some of us questioned the use of rights language in reference to 
economic matters, many took the view that economic rights are as fundamental as political 
rights. Among such claimed rights were: 
I .  The right to secure access to the basic physical necessities of life; 
2. The right to work; 
3. The right to property; 
4. The right to participate in economic decision-making. 
. IV. Areas of Further Dialogue 
The following were areas discussed at the conference, but not in sufficient depth to 
arrive at a satisfactory thoroughness. Nevertheless: 
I .  Although we shared a remarkabie consensus on issues of gender and the equal 
rights of women and men, we were convinced that further research and dialogue 
from our various perspectives and life-experiences will be very fruitful and 
enriching. 
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2. While some felt that environmental issues paled in relative importance in 
comparison to human rights issues, many others thought that human rights need to 
be seen in the larger context of ecological concerns. Hence, further reflection and 
dialogue in this area will be of signal importance. 
3. We were agreed that issues of nationalism; ethnicity and racism have a profound 
bearing on human rights. Because, however, neither we nor others have yet been 
able to probe sufficiently the multiple dimensions of these issues, we are persuaded 
that much further research and dialogue is needed here. 
Whit� the above matters are by no means an exhaustive list of all possible human rights 
issues, nor of all the concerns expressed at our conference, we hope that this statement-­
and still more the book resulting from the conference--will serve as background for further 
interreligious, interideological dialogue. 
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